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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE print elsewhere a programme of the arrangements that 
are being made by the Birmingham Law Society for the annual 
provincial meeting of the Incorporated Law Society of the 
United Kingdom, which is to be held this year at Birmingham 
during the week beginning on the 12th of October. Up to the 
present time we understand that about 430 gentlemen have 
already intimated their intention to attend the meeting. Names 
should be sent to the honorary secretary, Mr. T. H. Russell, at 
18, New Hall-street, Birmingham. 





In perntine the Statutes we have omitted altogether two con- 
solidating Acts (c. 25 and c. 26) relating to Friendly Societies. 
When the law relating to Industrial and Provident Societies 
was consolidated three years ago, the opportunity was taken to 
introduce a considerable number of minor modifications 
(56 & 57 Vict. c. 39). But on the present occasion no amend- 
ment whatever, even of a verbal nature, has been made in the 
existing law. One change, indeed, there is, which we cannot 
consider altogether an improvement. The provisions relating 
solely to those societies which receive contributions and pre- 
miums by means of collectors have been excluded from the 
Friendly Societies Act, 1896, and placed in a statute by them- 
selves, entitled the Collecting Societies and Industrial Assurance 
Companies Act, 1896. Whatever advantage may be gained from 


this se te treatment ag te doh Diy Fraeesesenh tay: 
extent by the fact that the latter Act incorporates from the 


former that portion which deals with procedure, interpretation, 
&c., so that the two will still require to be read together. It 
would surely have been more “elegant ’”’—in the Roman sense 
of that term—if the larger statute had been made to include 
the smaller as Part IT. 





TuE RECENT decision of Stimuine, J., in Re Hobson (44 W. R. 
615) illustrates in an interesting manner the operation of the 
Yorkshire Registries Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 54). Under 
the former Yorkshire Acts, registration was of no avail to secure 
priority for an incumbrancer who took his charge with notice of 
an existing incumbrance. This rule, which was well established 
(see Le Neve v. Le Neve, 3 Atk. 646), was based upon the ground 
that it was fraudulent for a with notice to claim 

riority. ‘‘ It has been much doubted,” said Sir W. Grant, M.R., 
in Wyatt v. Barwell (19 Ves. p. 438), ‘‘ whether the courts ought 
ever to have suffered the question of notice to be agitated as 
against a party who has duly regi his conveyance, but 
they have said: ‘We cannot permit fraud to prevail; and it 
shall only be in cases where the notice is so clearly proved as to 
make it fraudulent in the purchaser to take and register a 
conveyance in prejudice to the known title of another that we 
will suffer the registered deed to be affected.’” But it is 
con to the principle of registration to permit a registered 


postponed to one that is unregistered simply on the 
46 





| 
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ground of notice ; and the Act of 1884, by section 14, expressly 
provides that all assurances entitled to be registered under the 
Act shall have priority according to the date of registration, and 
that no person shall lose priority merely in consequence of his 
having been affected with actual or constructive notice. The 
provision, however, makes an exception in the case of “ actual 
fraud’’; and where this element is present, the register is not 
conclusive as to the priority of incumbrances. Having regard 
to the manner in which the doctrine formerly prevailing was 
supposed to be founded on fraud, it is clear that the fraud 
contemplated by the statute must be something different from 
the mere enforcement of a registered charge taken with notice 
of an existing incumbrance; and in Re Hobson Sriruiyve, J., 

ined it as meaning fraud in the ordinary popular accepta- 
tion of the term, as distinguished from legal or constructive 
fraud. 





In Re Hobson (supra) trustees who were carrying on a 
business under the trusts of their testator’s will had occasion 
to borrow a sum of money from a bank for the purposes of 
the business. As a protection for the trustees, two of the 
beneficiaries under the will authorized the deposit with the 
bank of the title deeds of part of the trust property in 
which they were interested by way of equitable mortgage. 
No memorandum of deposit was made, and the charge 
was not registered. Subsequently the solicitor to one of 
the trustees, who was aware of the circumstances of the 

it, took a mortgage to himself of the share of one 
of the beneficiaries authorizing the deposit, and this mort- 
gage—the property comprised in it being situated in Leeds 
—was duly registered in the West Riding Registry at Wake- 
field. Upon the death of the beneficiary insolvent, a question 
arose as to the relative priority of the unregistered charge 
of the bank and the registered mortgage of the solicitor. The 
treatment of equitable mortgages by deposit of title deeds 
is another instance in which the law has been changed by the 
Yorkshire Registries Act of 1884. Where a charge is created 
by writing, it has always been necessary to register it; but in 
the case of an equitable mortgage created merely by deposit, 
without any memorandum in writing, there is nothing to 
register, and such charges accordingly were formerly not 
prejudiced by want of registration (Sumpter v. Cooper, 2 B. 
& Ad. 223). But section 7 of the Act of 1884, as now inter- 
preted by Sriziive, J., requires that a memorandum in writing 
should accompany every lien for unpaid purchase money, and 
every charge by deposit of title deeds, and should be registered, 
in order to receive priority for the lien or charge; and hence 
in the present instance the charge of the bank had to be post- 
poned to the registered mortgage in favour of the solicitor, 
unless his conduct was such as to bring into operation the 
exception based on actual fraud. Upon the facts Sriezina, J., 
held that such fraud did exist. It was the duty of the solicitor, 
he observed, to have protected the interest of his client, the 
trustee, and it was for the interest of the trustee that the charge 
in favour of the bank should be created perfectly. Yet the 
solicitor was seeking to get priority for himself by insisting on 
a defect in the bank’s title, which he ought, in fulfilment of his 
duty to his client, to have removed. Srieuinc, J., however, did 
not suggest that the solicitor designedly neglected to perfect the 
bank’s yes ¢ by registration in order to get an advantage for 
himself ; having regard to the circumstances upon which the 
judgment was founded, it is not altogether easy to see where the 
“actual fraud” came in. At most, it would seem there was 
such constructive fraud as would have postponed the registered 
mortgage under the former law. 





Usvrz the ision of section 2, sub-section (3) of the 


Partnership Act, 1490, the receipt by a person of a share of the | 
eo of a business is prima facic evidence that he is a partner | 
the business; but since it is subsequently in the same clause | 


enacted that the receipt of such a share shall not of i/s/f make 
him 4 , the earlier enactment seoms to be practically 

It is of the essence of prima facie evidence that in the 
absence of rebutting evidence it be conclusive, but the 





possibility of such a result in the present instance is expressly 
negatived ; and, if the latter part of the clause is construed 
strictly, partnership should only be implied when the receipt of 
a share of profits is supported by other circumstances which tell 
in the same direction. When, however, enactments are con- 
tradictory, the courts have to make such sense of them as they 
can, and effect can be given to the first part of the general 
clause of section 2, sub-section (3) by allowing receipt of a 
share of profits to be prima facie, and, consequently, con- 
clusive evidence of partnership, if there is no other element 
present ; while, if there are other circumstances, then the matter 
is at large, and the effect of all has to be considered in 
determining whether a partnership exists (Davis v. Davis, 
42 W. R. 312; 1894, 1 Ch. 393). As a particular instance 
of a receipt of a share of profits the Act of 1890 (reproducing 
section 1 of Bovirx’s Act, 28 & 29 Vict. c. 86) provides that an 
advance by way of loan upon terms that the lender shall receive 
a share of profits does not of itself constitute the lender a 
partner in the borrower’s business, though under section 3 of 
the later Act he cannot prove for the loan in competition with 
the other creditors of the borrower. In the recent case of Ze 
Young, Ex parte Jones, before VAvcHAN Witutams, J., JonEs 
had been appointed manager of Youna’s business at a salary of 
£3 a week payable out of profits, and he had advanced to the 
business £500, for the use of which he was to receive a similar 
weekly sum also payable out of profits. Within a certain 
limited time he was to have the option of entering into part- 
nership with Younc, an option which he did not exercise. 
Ultimately Youne became bankrupt, and Jonzs sought to prove 
for the £500, but the proof was rejected by the trustee. On 
appeal Vauenan Wituams, J., held that, upon the whole of the 
circumstances of the case, there was no partnership between 
Youne and Jonzs; and consequently the latter was entitled to 
prove for the £500, unless he was debarred under section 3 by a 
stipulation for a receipt of ‘‘a share of profits” in respect of the 
loan. This raised the question whether a receipt of a fixed 
periodical sum payable out of profits was a receipt of a share of 
profits, and VavcHan Wiiiams, J., held that it was. Ordin- 
arily, perhaps, a share of anything implies a portion varying in 
amount with the whole; but such a meaning is not essential, 
and it would unduly restrict the word so to construe it for the 
purposes of the Partnership Act. 


Ir 1s ESSENTIAL to the validity of a restraint on anticipation 
imposed upon a married woman that the property in respect of 
which it is imposed should be her separate property. Separate 
property, as it existed before the Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1882, was the creation entirely of equity ; and the Court of 
Chancery, having gone so far, went a step further and saved the 
separate property for the proper use of the married woman by 
permitting in her case a fetter on alienation which would be 
inoperative in the case of a man or of a feme sole (see per Lord 
Lanopaz, M.R., in Zullett v. Armstrong, 1 Beav., p. 22). The 
restraint on anticipation, however, although fully established in 
equity, was only established as accessory to the separate use, and 
it could not operate unless property had first been expressly 
settled in this manner on the married woman. Hence it was 
held in Stogdon v. Lee (39 W. R. 467; 1891, 1 Q. B. 661) that 
the mere insertion of a restraint on anticipation did not operate 
as an implied direction that the gift was for the married 
woman’s separate use, so as to create separate property in respect 
of which restraint would take effect. But while it is clear that 
the restraint attaches only where a separate use has already 
been created, there has hitherto been room for doubt whether it 
was confined to property which was expressly settled to the 
married woman’s separate use—confined, that ig, to the equit- 
able separate use—or whether it did not also attach to the 
statutory separate use created by the Married Women’s 
Property Act. As we have already noticed (ante, p. 710), 
the question has now been settled by the Court of Appeal 
in Ite Lumley, Ex parte Hood Karrs, in the sense that the 
pet separate use is as effectual for this purpose as the 
equitable separate use. The decision justifies, to a certain 


extent, the view taken in editions of various collections of 
precedents published just after the passing of the Act, in which 
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it was assumed that the words “for her separate use” might 
safely be omitted. The Legislature had expressly declared that 
a married woman’s property was to be “ her separate property,” 
and it seemed superfluous to say the same thing over again in 
the settlement. But this reasoning left out of account th» effect 
of section 19, which enacts that nothing in the Act shall inter- 
fere with marriage settlements ; and the unexpected operation of 
that section (see, for example, Hancock v. Hancock, 36 W. R. 
417, 38 Ch. D. 78) made it incumbent upon conveyancers to 
adhere to the words “for her separate use” quite a from 
the question of their effect on the restraint on anticipation. 
The same necessity will continue, therefore, in spite of the 
recent decision of the Court of Appeal; and the express limita- 
tion to the separate use of a married woman will be essential, 
at any rate, as long as section 19 remains in force. 








MARITIME LIEN. 
Ve 


Ir appears from the foregoing that claims for necessaries 
supplied to a ship do not give a maritime lien, though a ship- 
wright into whose possession the ship is delivered for repairs 
has a common law possessory lien, and this will prevail over all 
liens except such as existed when the ship was put into his yard 
(The Gustaf, Lush. 506). The matters in respect of which a 
maritime lien is recognized by Admiralty law are claims for 
damages by collision, salvage, bottomry bonds, and seamen’s 
wages. The master also has by statute a lien for his wages 
and disbursements. From Zhe Constancia (10 Jur. 845) it would 
seem that there is alien for charges for towage and pilotage 
(see Maude and Pollock’s Merchant Shipping, p. 66), though 
the judgment of Lord Bramwett in Zhe Henrich Bjorn (11 
App. Cas. 283) is to the contrary. 

The maritime lien for damages has been the subject of 
adjudication in numerous cases. ‘‘It is settled law,” said Dr. 
LusuineTon, in Zhe Europa (Br. & Lush. p. 91), “that a just 
claim for damages constitutes a lien against the ship doing the 
damage, and that the lien may be enforced where there has 
been no improper delay or Jaches.” Upon the general principle 
applicable to all maritime liens, the lien for damages relates 
back to the time when the collision took place, and it travels 
with the ship into all hands. In the event of the ship being 
sold as the result of proceedings in rem, the ship is discharged 
from the lien, which then attaches to the proceeds, but it 
seems that no -proceedings not strictly i» rem will have this 
effect (Zhe Charles Amelia, L. R. 2 A. & E. 330). The lien 
attaches not only to the ship but also to the freight; that 
is, to the whole freight, without any deductions due to or 
to grow due during the voyage in the course of which 
damage by collision is caused (Zhe Benares, 14 Jur. 581); 
and the ship and freight are liable to the full extent of 
the damage done, though in an action in personam against their 
owners a statutory limitation has been introduced (Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, s. 503). And where bail has been given, 
the bail is only liable to the extent of the value of the ship and 
freight, although it may have been given for a larger amount 
(The Duchesse de Brabant, Swa. 264). 

A bottomry bondholder, though he is said to have a lien on 
the vessel, yet in reality has, like a mortgagee, a security given 
by express contract, and he cannot take any greater right than 
the owner can confer; hence, if we extend the term lien to 
securities arising by contract, both the bottomry bondholder 
and the mortgageo have a lien on the ship inst the owner 
and all who claim through him. The tons He ox oh however, 
in a cause of damage, claims not through but against the 
owner, and consequently his lien will prevail ovor the lien of a 
bondholder or mortgagee existing at the time of the collision 
(The Aline, 1 W. Rob, 111), He cannot profit, however, by 
repairs done to the ship after the collision at the expense of a 
subsequent bondholder, who advances money without notice of 
the lien for damage, In such a case it seems that the subse- 
quent bondholder would have a preferential lien, to the extent 
of the increased value of the ship arising from the repairs 
(tbid,), And the lien for damages also prevails over the 


seamen’s lien for wages, at any rate in the case of a foreign 


ship, for the seamen have their remedy i the owner, , 
while the can be recovered only against the ship (Zhe 
Linda Flor, Swa. 309). Where there are several claimants to 
damages caused by collision, it would seem fair that the proceeds 
of the ship should be divided among them rateably ; but there is 
no jurisdiction in Admiralty to do this, and he who firet gets a 
decree is entitled to priority of payment (Zhe Saracen, 6 Moo, 
P. C. 56). 

Equally well established is the lien for salvage. Where 
salvage services have been rendered to the lives on any 
ship, or to the ship, freight, or cargo, a maritime lien 
attaches upon the whole of the property salved (Maude and 
Pollock’s Merchant Shipping, p. 652). “A salvor,” said Lord 
Srowet1, in Zhe Neptune (1 Hagg. 236), ‘“‘is a person who, 
without any particular relation to a ship in distress, proffers 
vseful service, and gives it asa volunteer adventurer, without 
any pre-existing covenant that connected him with the duty of 
employing himself for the preservation of that ship.” Hence a 
salvage claim cannot be made by a member of the crew. So, in 
H.M.S. Thetis (3 Hagg. 48), Sir CurisropHer Rosrsox 
said: ‘‘ Salvage, in its simple character, is the service which 
those who recover property from loss or danger at sea render to 
the owners, with the responsibility of making restitution, and 
with a lien for their reward.” In the case just referred to, 
treasure sunk with the ship was saved to the value of £157,000, 
and the total sum awarded for salvage and expenses was 
£54,000. But a mere attempt to save the vessel and cargo, 
however meritorious the attempt may be, or whatever degree of 
risk may have been incurred, if unsuccessful, constitutes no title 
to salvage reward (Zhe Zephyrus, 1 W. Rob. 330). This 
salvage lien for services to the ship and cargo has been recog- 
nized from the earliest times (The Gustaf, Lush. p. 508), and its 
amount is not limited to the value of the property risked by ‘the 
salvors (The Fusilier, Br. and Lush. 341). 

Theoretically no salvage for saving life was allowed under the 
Admiralty law (The Wilhelm IIT, UL. R. 3 A. & E, 487), —_ 
where both life and property had been saved it was the - 
established practice of the court to increase the amount of 
salvage, and thus indirectly remunerate the salvors for the 
merit due to their saving life as well as property (The Fusilier, 
| supra). But statutory provision has been made for the payment 
| of life salvage, and itis payable in priority to all other claims 
| for salvage (The Coromandel, Swa. 205 ; Merchant Shipping Act, 
| 1894, 8, 544). Life salvage is payable by the cargo rateably 
| with the ship (Zhe Fusilier), but the owners are not liable 
where no property is saved to which the lien can attach (The 
| Renpor, 8 P. D, 115); in such a case the Board of Trade are 
| empowered to recompense the salvors out of the Mercantile 
Marine Fund. If, however, the ship and cargo are at first lost, 
and the cargo subsequently recovered by persons other than the 
life salvors, the property recovered forms a fund out of which 
life salvage can be paid (Zhe Cargo ex Schiller, 2 F. D. 145), 

It is the usage of the court to take the whole value of the 
ship and cargo, and assess the salvage remuneration rateably ; 
ns | it is not competent for the parties to aver that the services 
to the ship were of greater importance than those to the cargo 
or vice versa. (The Emma, 2 W. Rob, 315). Form it was 
supposed that there was a distinction in the case of silver or 

bullion, upon the ground that ow are more easily rescued and 
_ removed than more bulky goods ; but this distinction, which was 
countenanced in Zhe Emma, was rejected by Sir Rongxr PILLI- 
wore in Zhe Longford (6 P, D. 60). “It appears to me,” he 
| said, ‘that the court would be involved in great difficulty if it 
admitted any other principle in eases than that every 
description of property salved must, whatever be its nature, 
contribute equally in proportion to its value towards payment 
of the amount of salvage remuneration awarded.” And ship 
| and cargo must each pay its own share of salvage; neither can be 
| made liable for the Salvage due from the other (Thy Jyrenne, 
| Br. & Lush, 189), Lo 

It is due to the exertions of the salvors that the ship is 
saved ; and since the ship is the property out of which all 
previous liens are to be satisfied, it is natural that precedence 
should be given to the claim for salvage. It is \ 
entitled to priority over all liens on the at the time 
! when the salvage services are rendered ( The Gustaf, Lash, 506 ; 
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The William F. Safford, ibid. 69; The Sabena, 7 Jur. 182). 
Consequently the salvage claim prevails over the title of the 
Crown previously accrued by reason of a forfeiture (Attorney- 
General v. Worstedt, 3 Price 97). 

We have already considered the nature of a bottomry bond, 
and have seen that, though it originates in express contract, 
yet it is always classed among maritime liens. Being entered 
into under stress of necessity, in order to enable the ship to 
finish her voyage, it is entitled to preference over all other 
liens except seamen’s wages ia Hersey, 3 Hagg. 407), and 
except also master’s wages and disbursements, which have been 
by statute assimilated to seamen’s wages, provided at least, as 
to the master, that he has not bound himself personally on the 
bond (Zhe Salacia, Lush. 545). “A bond,” said Dr. Lusnrerton, 
in The William E. Safford (Lush. 69) ‘‘is entitled to precedence 
over all claims except wages or a subsequent bond or salvage 
claim.” It is, moreover, entitled to priority over mortgages, 
whether previous or subsequent, provided that the bondholder 
enforces his lien within a reasonable time. He will lose his 
priority, however, if he allows payment to be postponed to the 
end of a subsequent voyage, for “no one purchases or lends 
money on a ship with any conception that a bottomry bond due 
on a former voyage is outstanding” (Zhe Royal Arch, Swa. 
284). 

The cases already cited shew that the lien of the crew for 
their wages is well established, and that, though it must yield 
to the claim of salvors, yet it ranks before the claim of a 
bottomry bondholder. It is a common saying that freight is 
the mother of wages (Zhe Juliana, 2 Dods. 504); but the 
payment of wages does not necessarily depend on the earning 
of freight (Zhe Neptune, 1 Hagg. 227), and wherever wages are 
due the crew have a lien on the ship—‘“‘a lien,” it has been 
said, “on the ship to the last plank, and on the freight which 
is appurtenant to the ship” (Zhe Lady Durham, 3 Hagg. 201 ; 
ef. The Golubchick, 1 W. Rob. 143; The Sydney Cove, 2 Dods. 11). 

Formerly the master had no lien on the ship for his wages, 
but by section 191 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, he was 
put in this respect on the same footing as a seaman; and under 
section 10 of the Admiralty Court Act, 1861, the court has 
jurisdiction both over seamen’s and master’s wages and also 
over master’s disbursements. In Zhe Mary Ann(L. R.1A. & 
E. 8) it was held, upon the principle adopted in The Ella A. 
Clarke (Br. & Lush. 32), that the effect of the inclusion 
of disbursements in this enactment was to extend the lien 
to them, and this was followed in subsequent decisions; but 
these decisions were overruled in The Sara (14 App. Cas. 
209), as The Ella A. Clarke had been in The Henrich Bjorn (11 
App. Cas. 270). Thereupon the Legislature intervened, and by 
the Merchant Shipping Act, 1889, expressly gave the master his 
lien for disbursements. The same provision is now contained in 
section 167 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. The master’s 
lien has priority over the claims of mortgagees, notwithstanding 
that the master is part owner of the ship (The Foronia, L. R. 2 
A. & E. 65) ; and it arises where the master has incurred liability, 
as well as where he has made actual payments. This rule, 
which was recognized in The Fairport (8 P. D. 48), is now 
expressly incorporated in the statutory provision. It is 
necessary, however, that the master should have authority to 
pledge the owner’s credit; and there is no lien for expenses 
which by the terms of the charter-party, of which the master 
has notice, ought to fall on the charterers (Zhe Castlegate, 1893, 
A. C. 38). The expenses must be, moreover, for matters in 
respect of which the master is, without express authority, 
entitled to pledge the owner’s credit, and there is consequently 


no lien for the cost of coals supplied at a home The Orienta 
1894, P. 271), a icin , 








According to a Reuter’s telegram from Calcutta, Sir W. Comer Pethe- 
ram, who has resigned the office of Chief Justice of Bengal and is return- 
ing to England, was on the 5th of September presented with a farewell 

In the course of his reply, he said that the extension of the 
period of service of judges of the High Court to qualify them for full 
pension, taken in conjunction with the depeetinted rupee, seriously nar- 
rowed the field of selection and might also have tte effect upon the 
efficiency of judges. It was difficult for men in middle life to spend fit- 
teen years in harness in India without their temper and capacity being 
impaired to an extent which wes inimical to the public interests, 








CORRESPONDENCE, 


* DISBURSEMENTS.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—I gladly “ withdraw” my blushes for my country brethren. 

There are two little points on which, with your favour, I would 
answer your correspondent, ‘‘ Country Solicitor.” 

He contends that I justify the course I condemn, when I say that 
a solicitor can charge his client the full fare when he has a season 
ticket. In any case the difference between the ordinary fare and 
the apportioned fare would be very small. Season tickets have many 
vexatious conditions : The owner pays cash in advance, and allowing 
for Sundays, illness, travelling in other directions, and holidays, it 
must often happen that the season ticket is even a monetary loss. 
It would be practically impossible to allocate to any particular 
journey a profit (if any) of a penny or so, the calculation of the 
actual saving of which would require details of every journey in the 
year! But let ‘Country Solicitor” disgorge his camel before he 
complains of this gnat. 

The charge for ‘‘ coach hire” represents payments for cabs, trains: 
letters, &c., in these rushing days oftena heavyitem. Such a charge 
is recognized on taxation. It is easy of assessment from the disburse- 
ment book and the letter book. It represents money paid. 

Your correspondent appears to justify himself on the ground that 
the client expects to be cheated. His clients may; and it seems that 
they are not disappointed. But the client of an honourable man 
expects his solicitor, while charging a proper remunerative sum for 
his services, to save him unnecessary expense; and surely 
fictitious payments are not necessary. 

If the proper charges do not remunerate ‘‘ Country Solicitor” let 
him seek another business. Lonpon Soxicrror. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—What is a solicitor to do if he takes a journey ard transacts 
business for two clients on the same day, and is uncertain whether 
his charges will be allowed on taxation or paid by his clients? This 
may happen to a solicitor who does not take up speculative business. 
If he charges half his fee and disbursements to each client and does 
not get paid in one case, he is out of pocket; and if he charges each 
in full and is paid, he is committing a dishonest act. | DmEmma. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


POTTLE ». SHARPE —9th September. 
Master AND ServANt—DismissaL or SERVANT—INJUNCTION. 


This was a motion upon behalf of the plaintiff, Miss Elizabeth Charlotte 
Knight Pottle, that the defendants—the Rev. H. M. Sharpe, G. R. 
Wright, A. Mathews, 8. B. Dowsett, A. Handscombe, G. W. Hayes, the 
Rev. J. L. Boulden, and the Rev. G. H. Hodson—might be restrained 
from removing, or purporting to remove, the plaintiff from her office of 
head mistress of St. Matthew’s School, Ponder’s End, in the county of 
Middlesex, and that the defendants, their servants, and agents might be 
restrained from acting, or purporting to act, on an invalid resolution, 
said to have been passed on the 30th of May, 1896, purporting to dismiss 
the plaintiff from her said office, until the trial of the action or further 
order. 


Currry, J., in giving judgment, said that the plaintiff’s case was that 
she was mistress of the school by virtue of a deed of trust executed in 
1840, and that by virtue of that of trust she was entitled equitably to 
possession of the school house. She was appointed in 1883, but not by 
the trustees uf the deed. It was said upon her behalf that it was 
immaterial how she was appointed. He thought it was material. Upon 
the plaintiff’s own e ce she was appointed by the managers. 
She admitted she was liable to be removed by three months’ notice. 
She sent in her notice to the managers, and was allowed to with- 
draw it. She considered she was employed by the managers. The 
defendants had given her three months’ notice, and no objection was 
taken to it except that it was not given by the proper authority. She had 
always been treated as having been appointed by the managers. Her 
conduct shewed that she considered herself the mistress of the school 
under the managers. It was a question of personal service, ‘There was 
no precedent for an injunction to restrain a man from dismissing his 
butler (the plaintiff held a much better position) without due notice. 
The injunction must be refused, and the costs would be the defendants’ 
in any event.—Counszt, Z. Cutler, Q.0., H. Lynn, and T. A. Organ; 
Alenander, Q.0., and Faweus, Soricitrors, Baker § Nairne ; Crawley, 
Arnold, § Co 


[Reported by J. E. Aunovs, Barrister-at-Law. ) 
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County Courts. 
TAUNTON v, HEASMAN—Redhill, 5th August. 


This was an action brought by the Vicar of St. Andrew’s, 
to recover the sum of £3 burial fees alleged to be due from the t, 


with a denial of liability. Ita 3 
Kingswood, is a ‘‘ consolidated cha *? formed under the Church 
Building Acts out of the old parishes of Banstead and Ewell. For the 
plaintiff, it was contended that the fees, a list of which had hung in the 
vestry of the Church of St. Andrew, Kingswood, for forty years, were 
customary fees, and as such legally payable, and that the fee of £2 2s. for 
**hearse funeral” of a non-parishioner, together with further sums for 
digging of grave, tolling of bell, &c., making up the total sum claimed, 
was recoverable by the plaintiff. For the defendant, it was contended that 
the person buried was in fact a parishioner; that the funeral was not in 
fact a ‘‘ hearse funeral,’’ inasmuch as the hearse never came within, or 
within fifty yards of, the gate of the church, or left the high road. It was 
also contended that the custom, if any, was to pay 13s. 6d. only ; that 
at common law no burial fee was demandable; and that such fees were 
only recoverable by immemorial custom or by Act of Parliament; that in 
the present case there could be no immemorial custom, the church and 
parish having been created within the memory of living ms ; that in 
a consolidated chapelry the special provisions as to fees ousted any 
custom of the old parishes of which the district was composed ; and that, 
inasmuch as it was not shewn that the list of fees had been fixed by the 
Chancellor of the diocese or the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, no fees were 
recoverable. 

His Honour Judge Marrimezav, in delivering judgment, said there 
seemed to be an unfortunate dispute in the parish with reference to the 
fees the vicar was entitled to charge in case of burial of parishioners and 
non-parishoners. Dealing with the evidence, he observed that Kingswood 
was what was called a consolidated chapelry. It was created by Act of 
Parliament ; and it appeared under the section of the Act governing such 
matters that the fees for marriages, christenings, and burials had to be 
sanctioned by the commissioners under whom the chapelry was created. 
The evidence for the vicar was that the list of fees had been hanging in the 
vestry for the last forty years, and had been taken more or less ly 
since the chapel was created. But there was no evidence to shew that the 
list had received the sanction of those persons directed by the Act of Par- 
liament to sanction it. Therefore the vicar had no right that he (the 
judge) knew of to charge those particular fees. Custom was ousted 
altogether by the fact that the chapelry, which was now a parish, was 
created under an Act of Parliament which provided for the fees to be 
taken. It appeared to him that custom was ousted altogether, and on 
that ground there was no warrant for charging the fees which the vicar 
claimed. He had not got the necessary authority. No doubt if the atten- 
tion of the authorities were called to the matter, they would sanction a list 
of fees, and there would be an end of the matter. In the meantime it 
appeared to him that, notwithstanding what had been going on for 
last forty years, the vicar had no warrant for charging these fees in the 
case of a parishioner, and he could not recover under the Act of Parlia- 
ment. As to the question of whether Joseph Heasman was a parishioner, 
he held that he was one at the time of his death, his home at Cobham, 
where he had been living previously, having been given up. The ow 
into court were all the vicar, according to his own list, was enti to 
charge in the case of the deceased as a parishioner. The sum paid 
into court must, therefore, be sufficient ; and that being so, he gave judg- 
ment for defendant with costs, on Scale B, as the case involved questions 
of law, and he also certified for a conference.—Mr. Attersoll Smith, solici- 
tor, appeared for the plaintiff, and Mr. Bertram Cox, barrister, instructed 
- ng Speechley, Mumford, Landon, § Rodgers, appeared for the 

efendant. 


B 








LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Tue AnnvuaL Provincta, Mgetine in Brrmineuam. 


The arrangements for the meeting at Birmingham on the 13th, Ith, | 


and 15th of October next are, we understand, in active progress. The 

Lord Mayor and Lady Mayoress will, as announced, receive the 

president, council, and members of the society at the Council House on 

the evening of Monday, the 12th of October, from 8 to 9 p.m., and this 

— be followed by a dance in the Banqueting Room of the Council 
ouse. 

On Tuesday evening the members will meet at the usual banquet, which 
will be served in the Grosvenor Rooms; Mr. Arthur Godlee, the president 
of the Birmingham Law Society, will occupy the chair on the occasion. 

On Wednesday the members will be invited by the Birmingham Law 
Society to a performance at the Prince of Wales Theatre; and on 
Thursday, the 15th of October, the proceedings will be brought to a close 
by three excursions in the neighbourhood of the city. These excursions 
have now been arranged as follows: (1) To Shrewsbury, where prepara- 
tions are being made to ntroduce visitors to the many places of anti- 
quarian and historical interest with which the town and its vicinity 
abound; these arrangements are being carried out by the cp 
Law Society, and Mr. KE. Cresswell Peele, D.L., the president of that 
society, has kindly given his personal invitation to members, and ladies 


who accompany them, to a luncheon in the Music Hall, reece & 
Stratford-on-Avon, Here the various places so closely associated e* 


name “8 petty wane =< after luncheon party will 
proceed Park Hathaway’s 7arwick 


drive to Kenilworth, to see the Castle, returning to Warwick in time te 
catch the 5.20 return train. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


We regret to record the death of Mr. Ennzsr Woopearts, J.P., Alderman 
and Mayor of Rochester, which took place, very suddenly, at Little- 
hampton, on the 4th of September. So recently as the Saturday 
Eo tireseb oem anita py ex scisiod in Kent, 
in the fifty-second year age, came of a y 
though he was himself born in London. io pas adueed-« culiines t8 
1872, having served his articles with the well-known firm of Currie, Wood- 
Sate, ae Vin 1816 hs acquived tho logal practice of tho late Mr, Brindley 

ner. In 1876 he acq 4 
Re worth, of Star Hill, and immediately began to take an active 
interest in the public life of that . Among the many offices that he 
filled at the time of his death were 
of Kent, justice of the for 
Sir Joseph Williamson’s School. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Dissoivtion. 


Witu1m Wynn Evans and Tomas Parry Jones Parry, solicitors 

(Wynn Evans & Co.), Wrexham. Sept-1. [ Gazette, Sept. 4. 
ApMIssIoN. 

Messrs. Baxter & Co. have taken into partnership Mr. Sipney Groner 
Spreat, of 27, Nicholas-lane, Lombard-street, E.C. The practice will 
continue to be carried on under the style of ‘‘ Baxter & Co.’’ at 12, 
Victoria-street, Westminster, and 27, Nicholas-lane, Lombard-street, E.C. 


Mr. Justice Chitty will conclude his duties as Long pyres ay 
Joages Uuasabiee, and will at} court for the Wed 
F t on 
next. Mr. Justice Cave will be the Vacation Judge d@ hooper | 
of the vacation, and he will attend at Queen’s Bench J ’ Cham- 
on Tuesday, the 22nd inst., and will hold his first sitting in court on 
the following day. 


F 








y 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a house, 2 guineas ; 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr.] 





THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Sept. 17.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Craxrrecp, at the Mart, at 2— 
REVERSIONS—viz. : 


‘ed estate ; lif , 53. Solicitor, H. 
© Sie Se, Seeks » sey Sens 


To Leasehold Ground secured £170 18s. ; lease 76 
» See inne Me Teast Sop, Deus fe a 
55 


; lif 
years. icitor, W. C. Cook, is : 
arm oem SY A leer 


Se . Solicitors, —s . rs neat 
Two Leasehold Houses ; lease 99 years from 1851 ; each ; 
£00 cnet; GotinaRES webu ef ORD; EES, Se , J. W. Meakes, Esg., 
To the sum of £650, with interest at 4 cent. until ing balance of 
i? of £1,000, secured upon Dnks, ote, ae. pe Bag EA 
‘owler, 
TES : 


POLIC — 
For £14,787, with profits, in the and Law Life Assurance ; life, gentleman, 
30; premium’ £3 'ts 11d; "bows sitions 8 Solicitors, Messrs. 
?, 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette—Faivay, Sept. 4. 
JOINT BSTOCK COMPANIES. 
Lanrep m Caayoray. 
yy Cereus, Iaan, anD a= Oaz Co, Lourap—Creditors are Foyt 





addresses, and the particulars of oe 
claims, to Thos Mottershead, 4, Chapel walks, Manchester 
woop, Liurrap—Creditors Defore Oct 4, to send in 
Wovett nasmes und sdresoes, perticalare of teir debts and dlaien to 





and the George 
‘allison Colmore: Hughes & Masser, Coventry. 
(ihe bare cn ry in hulle onthe se 0 fs Dus ty he Coventry Coe 
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; FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 

Coventry ‘Watcu JEWEL -~ poe Co-opgrative Society, Lumrep, 32, Freeth st, 
Coventry, Warwick. Aug 

Sanctuary Royau Man oral 697 or THE Ancient ORDER or SHEPHERDS, Working 
Men’s Club, Bowness, Windermere, Westmorland. Aug 26 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lurrep m CHANoERY. 


Arias Brewery Co, Lumrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 24, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of eir debts and claims, to William Henry 
Shaw, Dewsbury. Chadwick & Sons, Dewsbury, solors for leakae’ 

Port or Fatmoutu Civs Co, Limrrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 10, to 

in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 

Henry . John Coward, Wodehouse ter, Falmouth. Wm Jenkins, Falmouth 


UnstuarTep in CHanczry. 

Lonpow aNp Merrorouiran Countizs Benerit Buripine anp Investment Society AND 
Sr Anprew’s, Hoiporn (Permanent) Burup1xe Sociery—Creditors are required, on or 
before Oct 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims to G . Herbert-Burns, 1, Gt James st, Bedford row 

Wrerart Exciverrixna Co—Creditors are required, on or before Oct ‘. to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy Langton 
Birley, 76, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Barton-vron-Humser amp Norte LixcotnsHine PERMANENT pene Buiipine 
Socrery, Odd Fellows’ Hall, Barton-upon-Humber, Lincoln. dng 

Coat Trapr BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 9, Coal Exchange. Aug 26 

Concrete Buriat Society, Limirep, Milton House, Rochester, Kent. Aug 26 

Co-orgraTive Pusiisuine Society, Luarep, Milton House, Rochester, Kent. Aug 26 

Haswe anv Suottoyw Butcuers’ Society, Liuurrep, 3, George st, Haswell, Sunderland, 
Durham. Aug 26 

Hownoveasie Frienpiy Society, Prince Regent Inn, Regent st, Cambridge’ Aug 

— a Society, Brunswick Hotel, Teall st, Borough Market, Wakefield, 

ug 26 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 28. 

Axers, Caaries, Upper Clapton, Chartered Accountant Oct 1 Webb, St Helen’s pl 
Axyprew, Mary, South Shore, Blackpool Oct 2i Claye & Son, Manchester 

Axtuony, Epwarp Hottis, Stanstead, Herts,Gent Oct1 Fraser & Christian, 4, Fins- 

circus 


Barker, Mary, Ipswich Sept29 Birkett & Ridley 
Bagiow, Line Hewxry, Churt Frensham, Surrey, Gent Sept 26 Wontner & Sons, 


Brapsuaw, Ricuarp, Prestwich, Joiner Oct5 Grundy & Co, Manchester 
Cournit, Mary, De Crespigny ter, Denmark hill Oct 5 White & Leonard, Ludgate 


a A Islington Sept 26 E & J Mote, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Gronce, James, Lower Streatham Oct1 Phillips & Co, Sherborne lane 
Hegsert, Tuomas, , nr Sheffield, Engineer Oct 8 Dransfield & Hodgkinson, 
Houpsworrs, Epwarp Barnasas, Lower Edmonton Sept 26 E & J Mote, South 
sq, Gray’s inn 
Tuomas, Heaton Chapel, Lancaster, Civil Engineer Oct 9 Woodcock, 
Jzxxixs, James, Needham Market, Suffolk Sept 27 White, Bedford row 
Jznvis, Janz, Cambridge Sept 30 Burrows, Cambridge 
Joxzs, Jous Vavcuas, Shrewsbury Sept 21 Williams & Co, Newtown ” 
Lzsuiz, Ayxz, Bournemopth Oct1 Mooring & Co, Bournemouth 
McBevpz, Jous, Birkenhead Oct 1 Thompson & Hughes, Birkenhead 
O’Coxxor, Cuaztes James, Liverpool Sept 30 Grace & Smith, Liverpool 
Pasu.er, Heiex, Whiston, York Sept 30 Pashley & Hodgkinson, Rotherham 
Rayxer, Eowarp Wiiu1am, Liverpool Oct1 Evans & Co, Liverpool 
Beyxoips, Axx, Croydon Oct 10 Hatchett & Co, Mark lane 
Szewant, Ropert, Blackpool Oct 14 Houghton & Co, Blackpool 
Swirr, — Hoseeriva Aynrz, Hampstead Sept 30 Witham & Co, Gray’s 


View Poona Jax Bipzvorrom, South Kensington Oct 14 Richardson, Lincoln’s inn 


Weesreer, Witi1am Peake, Colchester Sept 24 Marshall & Potter, Colchester 
gstox, Wit114M Tuomas, Brighton Sept 30 Lawrence & Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
166158, Marcazrt, Witney, Oxford Sept 29 Westell & Son, Witney 
Wuirz, Axcuis:.iv, Dorking, Surrey, Auctioneer Sept 26 Down & Co, Dorking 
Wier, Georcz, Emsworth, Sussex Oct 26 Wadeson & Malleson, Devonshire sq 


London Gazette,—Tuxsvar, Sept 1. 
Barer, Mazrix, Ambleside, Westmoreland, Gent Sept 30 Clarke, Preston 
aaa, oe Tuomas ~ Ab e Tueiscurt, Stoke upon Trent, Railway Agent Sept 30 Day, 


oul for. Axx, Stoke Newington Oct9 Walker & Co, Carey st 
Bear, Wit11aK, Wallsend, Northumberland, Innkeeper Oct 1 Keenlyside & Co, West 


Bex, Rosget, South Shields Bept 19 Davidson, South Shields 

Caisnotm, Joux, Bouth Shields, Gent Sept 23 Davidson, South Shields 

Craex, Many Aux, Hyde Park Mansions Oct 5 Capel-Cure & Ball, Penchurch st 
Davizs, Tuouas, Liverpool Novi Petgrave, Bath 

pon Sir Guonoe Werrz, Ascot, Berks, DCL Oct 13 Collisson & Prichard, Bedford- 
Ganxeann, Rovent, Suffolk, Estate Agent Oct& Ling, Framlingham 

Hamrsnsev, Bazan, Elland, York Sept 29 Fisher, Hudd-refield 

Hayvasp, Axrz, Branston, Lincoln Novi Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 

Howaszo, Maury Dovorss, Montreal, Canada Nov15 Dawes & Bons, Angel ct 





| 
| 
' 








Jackson, Amos, Sunderland Sept 28 Dixon & Co, Sunderland 

Kine, Samvurt, Upper Norwood Oct3 A & A W Kerly, Gt Winchester st 

Lone, Any, Somerset Oct 1 Newman & Co, Yeovil 

Lucxmay, Louisa Ayniz, Castle Eaton, Glos Oct 5 Hellard & Son, Portsmouth 
Mayor, Mantua, Newcastle upon Tyne Oct31 Denison, Newcastle upon Tyne 
McCazrtay, Cuanues, Bath Septi4 Little & Lyle, Bath 

Morris, Ricuarp, Preston Sept 26 W & R Ascroft, Preston 

NEWLAND, Freperick Henry Finucane, Hillmorton Sept 30 Granger Prior, Rugby 
Ormerop, Susay Mary, Exeter Sept 30 Rickards & Co, Crown ct 

Payne, Rosert Kaye, Manchester Sept 11 Bowler, Manchester 

Perot, Lura1, Upper Holloway Oct2 Hopwood & Co, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Purtips, Samuet, New Basford, Notts Oct 10 Morton & Sons, Nottingham 
Pov.ttonx, THomas, Princes Risborough, Bucks, Farmer Sept 25 Clarke & Son, High 


aig York Oct12 Wilkinson, York 

Sarr, Mantua, Whitehaven, Cumberland Oct 20 Mason & Son, Whitehaven 

Syxes, Marcaret, Eastoft, Yorks Oct 4 Peckover & Scriven, Leeds 

Scuozt., Caru, Bishopsgate st, E.C. Oct 27 Clements & Co, Gresham House 

SHEPHERD, Witu1am, Appleton le Moors, Yorks, Farmer Sept19 H W & R Pearson, 
Helmsley, Yorks 


Spiers, , soy ell New inn, W.C. Oct31 Rooks & Co, King st, Cheapside 
Taytor, Martua, Heywood, Lancs Sept 29 Pilling, Heywood 
Twose, Mary Joas, Hemyock, Devon, Yeoman Sept29 Booker, Wellington 
Vortey, Samver, Bloomsbury Sept 29 Holmes & Son, Clement’s lane, Lombard st 
Waitt, Micuar. Wit11y, Hailey, Oxford Sept 30 Spencer & Co, Cheapside 
Wuirttne, Cuarres Jonny, Brighton Oct 13 Marsden & Wilson, Old Cavendish st 
Woopwakrp, Exiza Sopu1a, Westbourne sq Oct9 Walker & Co, Carey st 
Wericat, Joun Rem, Aldersgate st Oct 6 Macmillan, Clement’s lane 
Youne, Many Any, Harringay Oct 5 Armstrong, Chancery lane 

London Gazette.—Fripvay, Sept. 4. 
Baker, segues Eayest Ussuer, Tombland, Norwich Oct 20 Baker & Higgs, Chan- 


Sema, bene, Leeds Oct 14 Craven, Leeds 

eas Ta Henry, Sleaford, Lincoln, Surgeon Nov7 Millington & Simpson, Slea- 
Buunt, Simon, Cambridge Octj15 Jno Peed, Whittlesey 

Cann, fusan, Bovey, Devon Oct 31 Lindop, Torquay 

Crark, Caroting, Cambridge Nov4 Ginn & Matthews, Cambridge 

Corvy, Joun Baxter, Suffolk, Farmer Oct 1 Grimwade, Hadleigh, Suffolk 

Coviyeron, Jouy, Tavistock pl Oct 14 Garrett, Gt James st 

Craia, Marion, Maidenhead Sept19 H & C Collins, Reading 

CrawsHay, Laura, Riverhead, Kent Sept 30 Thorne & Welsford, Gracechurch st 
Davizs, Mary Susan, Bath Oct 19 Neish & Co, Watling st 

Davies, Jouy Toomas,Canonbury Patey & Warren, London wall 

Lanois, CoagLes AmepeE DE, Cheltenham Sept 22 Bubb & Co, Cheltenham 

Giayvitt, Canonivg, Camden Town Novi Gill & Bush, Bath 

GLEDHILL, ABRAHAM, Halifax Oct6 J E & EH Hill, Halifax 

Heaton, Josern, Keighley, Slater Sept19 Ellis, Keighley 

Hopeuns, the Rev Epwarp Prinazx, Liverpool Nov13 Whitley & Co, Liverpool 
Jacoss, WiLL14M, Colchester Sept 29 Marshall & Potter, Colchester 

Jopson, Rosert Borrowparsg, Liverpool Oct3 Berry, Liverpool 

Mesmpen, Aamexs Maza, Sydenham Hill Oct14 Arnold & Henry White, Gt Marl- 


Laycock, Wintram Epwakp, Sheffield Nov28 Broomhead & Co, Sheffield 

Lone, CuanLorre Emma, Oulton, Suffolk Oct 1 Preston & Son, Norwich 

Lovett, Joun Evans, Birmingham, Provision Merchant Oct 5 Crockford, Birmingham 
Macxmurpo, Anyz, Enfield Oct 19 Perkins & Weston, Gray’s inn sq 

Mavunp, Wit114m, Canton, Cardiff Oct 17 J R Poole & Son, Bridgwater 

McEvoy, Marcaner, Sunderland Oct1 McCartan, Durham 


Micuetsen, Jens Cunistian, Newcastle upon Tyne, Merchant Oct 15 McKenzie & 
Hedley, Sunderland 
Minton-Sennouse, the Rev Samvet, MA, Putney Oct 20 Cooper & Co, Newcastle 


Norrucort, Jouy, Newport,Mon Oct1 Bailhache & Co, Newport, Mon 
Oates, Witt1amM Henry Coarsg, Nottingham Oct 1 Falkner, Louth, Lines 
Payyeg, James, Moulton, Northampton Oct 13 Becke & Green, Northampton 
Payyz, Tuomas, Gayton, Northampton Oct13 Becke & Green, Northampton 


een ee Henbury, nr Bristol Oct 14 Arnold & Henry White, Gt 
ro 
Pauirs, Evizavernu, Treforest,Glam Sept 19 Simons & Sons, Pontypridd 


Preston, WitiiamM Faepericx, Newark upon Trent Sept 30 Falkner, Newark 

Rooers, Ricuaup Roagrs, Coxwe, Gloucester Oct 19 Haines & Sumner, Gloucester 

Sreruenson, Henny, Ladbroke grove, Notting hill Sept 15 Sheard & Breach, Clement's 
inn, Strand 


Brves, Faeperick Joun, Peckham Rye Oct 20 King & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Tuomas, Davin Rees, Leamington Oct 12 Large & Son, Leamington 

Wexsy, Jumma, Herne Bay Sept 30 Jones, Herne Bay . 

Wituiams, Janz, Leeds Sept 28 Keary & Co, Stoke upon Trent 

Waiciey, Harry Cecir, 8t Asaph, Denbigh Oct 14 Avison & Co, Liverpool 

Younc, Emuaxver, Newcastle on Tyne, Licensed Victualler Oct 5 Ward, Newcastle 


eed, —_ Bethnal Green rd Oct 31 Keene & Co., Seething lane 
Griapstoxn, Epwarp, Essex court, Temple, Barrister Oct 15 Wells, Fenchurch st 
Guyey, Mrs Mancarer, Doncaster, York Oct1 Parkin & Co, Doncaster 
Huxrasix, Joun, Redland, Bristol Nov9 Watts, Bristol 


| Jenninas, Joun, St. Ives, Cornwall Oct 10 Chellew, St. Ives 


| Lasow onrny, Jamus Witttam, Kensington Sept 30 Drake & Co, Rood lane 
| Lewpuan L, Eviza, Kilbyrn Oct6 Hill & Son, Langport 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, Sept. 4. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Axsprews, Waxrer, Kilburn, Merchant High Court Pet 
July6 Ord Aug 31 
Bairey, Water, King William st, Mining Agent High 
Court Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 31 
Baxer, Watter Cottyns, Batcombe, Somerset Frome 
Pet Sept2 Ord Sept 2 
Barnes, Austin a Westgate on Sea High Court 
Pet Sept1 Ord Sept 1 
Biorr, Franx Gotpsurru, Wisbech, Mechanical Engineer 
King’s Lynn Pet Sept1 Ord Sept Z 
Bowman, Wit.1am, Darlington, Boot Dealer Stockton on 
Tees Pet Aug31 Ord Aug 31 
Cuarrer, James, Leeds Leeds Pet Aug3i1 Ord Aug3l 
Cuiip, ALEXANDER Macks, Leeds, Contractor Leeds Pet 
Aug29 Ord Aug 29 
Dickson, Hersert, Leicester, Boot Marufacturer Leices- 
ter Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
GoopLap, GroracEe om, Bolton, Carter Bolton Pet 
Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 
Goveu, Joun, Mountain Ash, Glam, Butcher Aberdare 
Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
Gour.ay, James Dora, and ALExanpgeR Gourtay, Brad- 
0 or Manufacturers Bradford Pet Aug 
31 ord Aug 81 
Hatt, Woenaaatl Henry, Shelton, nr - 5 goed Milkman 
Shrewsbury Pet Sept1 Ord Se 
Basu, me Tettenhall, = Nursery- 
Wolverhampton Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
Sitcom ARD, CHARLES, » » weeteend Farmer Cambridge 
Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 
— = om Swansea, Grocer Swansea Pet Sept 1 


i, Sis pe! Lee, Kent, Builder Greenwich 
et July 10 Ord Aug 25 
peters Frank, Kingston on am Clerk Kingston, 
Surrey Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 
Mayo, Ricuarp Epwiy, Brixton, , | High Court 
Pet Aug12 Ord Sept 2 
Miyyis, Samust, Middlesborough, Iron nena 
kton on Tees Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 3: 
Morean, Txomas, be 78 a hooker Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Aug15 Ord Se 
Mu pated J F, Gt Castle st High ( Court Pet July 28 Ord 
pt 2 
Nass, Tuomas, baa Coal Dealer Worcester Pet 
Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
teanees a, Forest Hill, Kent, Contractor High Court 
Pet Se rt 2 Ord Sept 2 
Oag.tesar, Beaucnamp Oranpo CaICHELE, W: i 
Accountant High Court Pet July 3 Ord Aug 31 
Peacu, Witt1am Heyry, jun, Oakham, Rutlands, Fish- 
monger Leicester Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
Purneit, GroreE, saomeien, Boot Dealer Gloucester 
Pet Aug 18 Ord Sept 
Ricuens, JAMEs, Ghriteshem, Berks, Groom Swindon 
Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
Ruper, Wit aan, Acklington, Northumbrld Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Sept1 Ord Sept 1 
Sapp.eTon, WiLx14M, Sittingbourne, Bootmaker Rochester 
Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
Sampson, Mary Awn, Fenton, — Grocer 
Trent Pet Augi4 Ord Sept 2 
Suirn, Ropert Aupnonso, Hilgay —. Norfolk, Farmer 
King’sLynn Pet Aug 28 Ord Sept 
Spence, Joun Kirkwam, a, Lines, : Bos- 
ton Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
Surcuirre, Frank, Kirbymoorside, ae Innkeeper 
Northallerton Pet Sept1 Ord Sept 1 
SurHer.anp, DM, oe, Mon, Draper Newport, Mon 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Sept 
Taree, Joun, Ystalyfer, Glam Neath Pet Sept1 Ord 


ept 1 
Turor, en pation, Yorks, Grocer Bradford Pet 
Sept 1 Ord Sept 1 
Vauen, Save Aone: York, Provision Dealer York Pet Sept 
Wanna aan i ¥ mington, Builder Southampton Pet 
Sept1 Ord Sept 1 “ 
Wricut, Davin, saleney, Yorks, Tailor Bradford Pet 
Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
Amended notice substituted for that ae in the 
London Gazette of Aug 26 
Hemmaxs, Samuet Epwarp Waarmenats, Croydon Croy- 
don Pet Aug 21 Ord Aug 2 


Stoke upon 


FIRST a, 
Anprews, WALTER, — Merchant Sept 11 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Aruyvet, Joun WILLIAM, ys Licensed Victualler Sept 
ll at 12.30 Off Rec, 28, Sto te, York 
Bairy, Jawes, Sizergh, nr Keni , Innkee, Sept 12 at 
1l Grosvenor Hotel, Stramongate, Ken 
Bairey, Samus. Vow.es, Banwell, Somersets, Baker Sept 
2 16 at 3s Off _ Bank chmbrs, 5 st, Bristol 
AILEY, WALTER, King William st, Mining mt Sept 
ll at 11 ey y bldgs, Carey st ‘ee . 
Braprorp, ane 5 RNEST, Cantata, Clerk Sept 11 at 
12 Of 31, Alexan Swansea 
Catvert, Lng Euien, Leeds Sept ldatll Off Rec, 22, 


Caskey, Ba, Stockton on Tees, oa Sept 16 at3 
Off , Albert rd, Middles' 

Curpzey, Wit mae. se Brtloeats Builder Sept 12 at11 Mr 
Tenize, Wig water 

Crarxer, Gaonar pay Bridgend, Glam, Baker Sept 
15 at 11.30 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, 

Coogan, James Brewarp, and Joux Coox, Accrington, 
jane, Tailors Beptii at 2.15 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 

Davie, Mannan, Trealaw, Glam, Grocer 


Sept 11 at 8 
h st, Merthyr Tydfil 


Dickson, Heaven, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer Sept 14 


| Jouxsox, Wituram, Little Kelk Farm, Yorks, Farmer 
i upon Hull Pet A 4 py OF Ang 28 

Kiva, DERICK ——, 
Baker West Bromwich “4 on Bape 


—— vary Now rd, Pemrborough Sept 11 at 3 
Famnxp, W Beavouanr, rg Agent Sept 11 
aeuman em hay than” Miller Sept 15 at 11 
Off 29, Queen Cardiff 
Hatt, Wiitiam Hewxry , Shelton, nr Shrewsbury, Milkman 
Sept i2at11 Off Ree, 42, St John’s “s 
Havercrort, Wii 
Sept 12 at 11 Off Ree, 15. x an hy Gt 6 
Hemuans, Samuet, Eowarp WEATHERALL, Croydon Sept 
14at11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Hu, Joun .~ and ~4-¢ mm , Pen- 
tonville, Publicans Sept 11 Bankruptcy Bankruptcy bidgs, 


st 
Joxes, Jonn Owen, and Morpoca Tre Aber- 
gavenny, Mon, Boot Sept 11 at12 65, High 


st, ‘yr 
Krrsy, ae aomas, Nth Finchley, Ni Sept 
15 at3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 
ve Tyaa Innkeeper Sept 14 
at12 65, High st, 


Marsaatt, Joun, Wakefield | Sept 11 at 11 Off Rec, 6, 
nd ter, Wakefield 

Ortesar, Beavcnuamp Ortanpo Cuicuete, Westminster, 
ae a Sept 11 at 2.30 Bankru ptey bldgs, 


8 
Rownatps, Joun Tomas, Watford, Draper Sept 12 at 11 

Off Rec, 95. Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 
Sasesanen, WIM, Sittingbourne, te Bootmaker 


t 14at 11.30 115, Saighe st, Roch 
Veen iamnen York, Provision Decer “Sept 15 at 12.30 
Off 28, Stonegate, ¥ ‘k 


or! 
WHEELER, Aurrep, Li Builder Sept 17 at 3.30 
Off Ree, 4, East t_-— 


Witmay, Wittiam Biexett Procrer, Westmorland Sept 
12 at 11.30 Grosvenor Hotel, Stramongate, Kendal 
Wiwv, Joseru, Leeds, Broker Sept 14 at 12 Off Rec, 22, 

Park row, Leeds 
Amended notice substituted for that eeeas in the 
London 


Gazette of Sept 
Parker, C. R. H. a Hill, U; , er School- 
master Sept® at Office, Oxford 
pt mpm oy 
Avams, CHartes Farrrax, Tavistock Hotel, Covent Garden 
High Court Pet June1l Ord Aug 31 
Arunpet, Joan Witu1am, York, Licensed Victualler York 


Pet Aug 27 Ord < 
Ayroun, Mary Euiza, bridge ter, Hyde Park High 
Court Pet June Ord Sept 1 


Baker, Watrer Cottyns, Batcombe, Somersets Frome 
et Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 


bon S Frank A ay Pet Sel * Rar =~ y am 
eer 's oon 
Bows,’ Witiiam, Dar! Decline: = Dealer Stockton on 
Tees Pet Aug29 O Au; 
Butier, Herry Wiiiiam, and a Butter, Stanning- 
ley nr Leeds, eers Leeds Pet July 30 Ord 
31 


ug 

Cuarrer, James, Leeds Leeds Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 

Curtp, ALEXANDER MACckrR, non Contractor 
Leeds Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Coorer, Tomas, Eastbourne, Baker Eastbourne Pet 
Augé Ord Sng 7 

Dickson, Heasert, Leicester, aon Manufacturer Leices- 
ter Pet Aug3l Ord Aug 31 

Durrietp, CHARL Peterborough, Innkeeper Peter- 

borough Pet Aug 15 ys 

Duncan, Joax, Treherbert, Glam Pontypridd Pet June 

9 Ord June 11 

Goop.ap, Grorce Sternex, Bolton, Lancs, Carter Bolton 

Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 2 

Govan, Jonn, Mountain i Glam, Butcher Aberdare 

Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 

Gomes a Pay riy Avexanper Govurtay, Brad- 
ford, ¥: uff Manafacturers Bradford 


Pet Aug 
31 Ord Ant ay 
Hanser, Stepuen, Tettenhall, Wolverhampton, o- 
seryman Wolver! iy, Cam Pet Aug 31 Ord 
—— a Bly. bridge, Farmer Cam ie 


er 1 a Bouecs, Grocer Swansea Pet Sept 1 


Aug 3: 
Masrans Frank, Ki - Stomm, Clerk 

Surey ‘Pot Aug) Ord Sept 2 —— 
Ram. Saomae, Wi Worcester, Coal Dealer Worcester Pet 


Pangrseoy. Tox Prenton, Commission Agent Preston 


Pracn, Wiser AM feneeey un, oa, R 


Aug 31 
Rots, Joun Atseat Joseru, Farnham, Surrey, Draper 
Guildford Pet July6 Ord Aug 25 
Sappieron, Wituam, Kent, Bootmaker 
Pet Aug 31 “y As 81 
vom Joun ee ee Lines, Ironmonger Boston 
guamnt “a> Hove ton Pet ang 15 Ord Sept 1 
Surcuirre, Fraxx ya Innkeeper 


Ni orton Pet Aug 31 ord Sept 1 
Troma Sours, Yetalyfore, Glam N Pet Sept 1 Ord 


Turor, enna Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet Sept 1 
Vauen, Aasaem, Sesh, Provision Dealer York Pet Sept 
Warp, vous ANDILANDS, Charing Cross High Court Pet 
July 13 Ord Aug 31 


iy 18 
WuHesien, Juve, Seuniugien, Builder Southampton 
Pet Ord Sept 1 


er 
—- Joun, Wakefield Wabeaa Pet Augl4 Ord |) 


monger Leicester Ord Aug 31 { 
Ricuens, Tate Shrivenbany, Berks, Greens "Sutaden Pet 


Waiear, on ee 1 Yorks, Tailor Bradford Pet 
London Ln ma ber 8. 
a ae 
AspIvAtt, a Sante, os ie Lanes, Pet 
tsieten, Tuomas ee, ay Norfolk, Farmer 
Norwich Pet Aug 25 Ord Sept 5 
Briuisetrox, Witt1am Tomas, 


Aston, nr 
Pet Sept 5 Ord Bent 
Bovutp, -_H Batley Carr, Yorks Dewsbury Pet 
Sept 5 Ord 


Baeagvey, James Parry, i Rentiash, Carte, Cet Brad- 
ford Pet Ord Sept 2 


Pet 
Brows, Txomas, Wi alsall Pet Sept 2 Ord 


2 
CunpEL Spans Mary, pie Gifford, Wilts Bath 
Pet Ord Sept 3 
Dawsow, + Epwakp, Friskney, Lincs, Potato Dealer 
Boston Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 3 
on Bieniaghamn “Pot ‘Pet A Ord en 4 : 
Macclesfield Pet 


Eatox, Epwarp, Masclesticid, Drysalter 
Sept5 Ord t 5 
— hey ey) » Yorks Dewsbury Pet Sept 
Hatson, Atrrep Biomrizetp, Erith, Kent Rochester Pet 
3 Ord Sept 


Hask: 


Locgwoon, Feat, Dewsbury, Yorks Dewsbury Pet 
CuarLes “Auexaxom, Mi 
Stockton 


M Tees Sept 2 Ord 2 
Overy, ALrrep Tuomas, Yalding, 

stone Sept3 Ord 
Perers, WILLIAM, Pa enaReae pete Chester 


' Rrx, =— Witu14u, Corpusty, 
wich Pet 4 bey i 

Surpson, Joann Eaaa, Watchmaker 
Gt Pet Sept 4 


Grimsby 
Sureper, Watrer Gores, Upper 
Farmer Norwich PetSept 4 Ord bem t 


Sarr, Samson, Bowling, nr Petes, Sap Relies Brad- 
ford Pet Aug 21 Ord 
7" oo een See, Walsall Pet Aug 31 


Suan , ene: aeeiion, Chairmaker Bradford 
Pet 4 Ord Sept 4 


. TURNER, to Fe et 3" Or - Cycle Engineer 
Usps, Onno, Southborough Farmer Tunbridge 


sens S = 
oa" sa . Laadington, Wilts, Farmer 
Swindon 


Werake, he I itewee ; ae Hrroys, 
Builders Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 
Wuirss Gsorcs, ur Commission 
t York Pet 4 Ord Sept 4 
Wurryey, Shaw, Linen Draper Oldham 
Pet Sept 5 Sept5 
, Wittrams, ARTHUR Sinton, Wores, Farmer 
; w. enya | Pet Sept 4 Ord 4 
‘OOLLATT, un, Derby, Merchant Derby 
? Pet Aug 6 Ord Sept 4 4 
Banensa Ri Wotne en Sea Sept 15 
usTix, Ricnarp, on at 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
ae. § Jossra ‘ Ches, Coal Merchant 
Sept 16 at 2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Li 
{Beswicx, Grores LL ay 
Sept 16 at "s iy 2h = 
‘Bazarcey, Jauss Parry, Clothier 
; Sept 2lat 11 Off Reo, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
‘Brown, ‘alsall 16 at 10 Off Rec, Walsall 
Coorsr, Ben Wale Wi Dealer Sept 16 at 11 
Davres, Jaues, Crunwear, Farmer Sept 15 at 


ford, ¥ ty 
FFIN, au Heway, Dorchester, Builder Sept 15 at 
12.15 Dorchester. 








aL O8 Reo, 1, Oardi Mer Merntile Chek Ww. BLES SAMUEL, Betatal Licensed Victualler , JOxBS 
OLINE, ah VERY , 16 
at 11 Queen st, Cardiff pny ope Pet Aug 20° Ord A 


Off Rec, 29, 





Hame, Aurrep Furniture Dealer 
Sept 17 at 12 23, Colmore 
Harvey, Groner Hi , Peckham Septi¢ at 1 Bank- 
Re So ee Om Sept 
Howanrp, Sy ; Santas Sept 16 at lo 
ALFRED ‘ Gloucs, Grocer 
Wats Off Reo, 1, Gloucester oo 
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1t1n6, Gtoree Hewry, Sydenham, Kent, Baker Sept 
15 at 11.30 24, Railway appr, London 


bri 
Listsr, Tuomas, 8: York, Furniture Dealer Sept 
21 at-12.30 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 
Mayo, Ricuarp Epwris, Brixton, Contractor Sept 15 at 
2.80 Bankruptcy bligs, st 
Morey, Glam, Builder Sept 15 at 12 
65, High st, 


Mouxsr, Josern Atpwiy, and Hexry Monrcomery Mussy, 
Factors Sept 16 at 11 Off Rec, 22, 


- Park row, Leeds 
Mos7z, FH, Ut Caste ot, Regent st Sept 17 at12 Bank- 


Nasu, Toomas, Worcester, Coal Dealer Sept 16 at 11.30 
Off st, Worcester 

Neave, Joun, » Kent, Contractor Sept 15 at 12 

Overy, Atvgep Tuomas, Yalding, Kent, Farmer t 23 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, st, Maidstone ~ 

Panxiito, C Cuan.es, Seacombe, Cheshire, Tailor Sept 16 


Off Rec, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Panxiwson, Troms, mn, Commission Agent Oct 2 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Peacn, Wrutia™ Ry, jun, Oakham, Rutland, Fish- 


Ee Sept 16 at 12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 
Depends Onmstox, Seutguet Sept 16at3 Off Rec, 
Ricuens, James, Shri 
wn od Worker Sept 16 at 
Sreet, Hexsert La ter, Machinist Sept 

Wat4 Off Rec, Station a. | 
Sroxes, Warrmore. Soleies. , Staffs, Grocer Sept 16 at 

10.30 Off Rec, W 
Tayior, ema Brixton Sept 17 at 12 Bankrupicy 
sae, Ly West Bowli ees. § Grocer t 18 

Off 31, Seu sow, B ~ 
Warr Wis Henny, Southsea Sent 15 at 3 Off 
‘unction, High st, Portsmouth 
Warp, Joun pb, Carey Charing Cross Sept 17 at 1 
Wurreneap, nr Harrogate, Commission 
aout tape wet inee oe Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 
@enlenn Jou, Cardiff, Septi7at 11 Of 
, Tailor Septi5at11 Off Rec, 


Weeee2 Joux Wi ny Wrttam Sept 
23 at Off Rec, 8, 4 8 Al bert ra 3 aiddlesboroug 


——— —_ Burnley, Grocer Siekburn Pet Sept 3 
Bagwes-Avstiy, Ricuarp, Westgate on Sea High Court 
Pet Sept1 Ord 
Carr, Yorks Dewsbury Pet 
4 se 
Baragver, Janes Parry, Huddersfield, Clothier Bradford 
Pet Aug 29 Ord 2 
L, Matraew Hewxry, Westmorland, Fish Dealer 
Kendal Pet 3 Ord 3 
Brown, Arruvr, , Norfolk, Cattle Dealer Nor- 
wich Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 
Cayuse, Hazzy, New Bond st, Furrier High Court Pet 
Aug20 Ord 
Seuma Many, ata Gifford, Wilts Bath 
Pet 3 Ord Sept 3 
Dawsox, Ez ye oY g Lincs, Potato Dealer 
Boston Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 3 


am ‘Milk Vendor Brighton 





Weiear, Davio, B Ki 


, Newman, 


an 
» EDWARD, Ni 8 Hairdresse 
on ae oe 
_—_ eet, Yorks Dewsbury Pet Sept 
5 Wi140 Hexey, =~ nr Shrewsbury, Salop, 
et Sept 1 Ord Sept 5 


Haueox, ae Oe 1 Erith, Kent Rochester Pet 
Sept 3 Ord 3 
—, Se Samed my, Peckbam High Court Pet Aug 


Parpenicx Haarey, Rg ay ec 
Teri o 


hare Soceall Cattle Dealer 
2 Ord Sept 3 

Bf Adelaide si., Charing 

Gout Bet ly 18 On Ord Bet 2 capeaon ai 


be togts “onde York, Furniture Dealer York 
Beye Loc woot, Fuasnisn, Dewar, Yorks Dewsbury Pet 
nate Innkeeper Sunderland Pet 


2 
_ wy ge Manufacturer 
Fase Ord Sept 2 
ALEXANDE 


R, 
or Rackine ne Ten Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 3 
Ni = jan =, Kent, Contractor High Court 


: oa 
ens, Zentiegion High Court Pet 


ante 


Pangan, 0,8 H, Upper Norwood, Schoolmaster Heading 


nt 


| 





ae 


ei By (vin, Tailor Birken- 
head Pet Aug 2% Ord 
Patensox, Epwanp ial seins Fatexp Coorzr, 
Ont Soe High Court Pet Aug 
Porgy, Fasson, Sealand, Cheshire, Fishmonger Chester 
5 x Sean, 
nes > ne Haxnzy Horace Wentrwortn, Beeston, 


Leeds Pet ao a Ord Sept 4 


See het 
Sanepes, Gnene pric, Cannon st High Court Pet 
Siursox, Jonn » nde ‘atchmaker 
Ot Gskensby Pet Boge t ae 


Suurrer, WALTER ag Ls ng Sheringham, Norfolk, 


Faemer Norwi Ord 
Swivarsk1, ———— ord, Chairmaker Bradford 
Pet Sept 4 Ord 


Sept 4 
Unperuit, Open, yoy Kent, Farmer Tunbridge 
Wells Pet Sept3 Ord Sept 5 
Weaxe, Eowarp, and Herry Georate Hrrons, Birming- 
m, Builders Birming! Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 
Wuireneap. Groroe, Starbeck, nr Harrogate, Commission 
Agent York Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 
Wuiryey, Apev, Shaw, Lancs, Linen Draper Oldham 


Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 
Witirams, Artuur Tuomas, h Sinton, Worcs, Farmer 
Worcester it 4 


Pet Sept4 Ord 


MAPLE & CO 
FURNITURE 


MAPLE & CO. FIT 
for UP OFFICES 
Board Rooms, and and 


OFFICES ee 














i 








JOHN GERMAN, SON, & — F.S.1., 


LAND AGENTS, SURVEYORS & AUCTIONEERS. 


SALES (by Auction or by Private Treaty) of Landed 
Property. 





Estates and other 


Valuers of Railway Pmpeentin and other Claims. 
Arbitrations, Valuations for Mortgage, Estate Duty, &c. 
Country, Town and Suburban Residences Let or Sold. 


59 & 60, Chancery-lane, W.C., & at Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 





AUCTION SALES. 

A ESSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 

take place MUNTHLY, at the MART, and include 
every description of House Property. Printed terms can 
be had on application at their Offices. Messrs. Field & 
Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give special 
attention to Rating and Compensation Claims. Offices, 
54, Borough High-street, and 52, Chancery-lane, W.C. 





UILDING PLOT of LAND to be LET, 
oecupying a capital corner position close to a station, 
and being the choicest spot of a fully developed estate ; in 
high state of cultivation, tennis lawn, full-bearing fruit 
trees, &c. ; frontage 115ft., depth over 200ft. ; — taken 
over and paid for; rent only £14 10s. per annum; a chance 
seldom to be obtained ; ; should be seen at once. —Apply t to 
8. Luck, care of Bates, Hendy, & Co., 37, Walbrook, 





BANKS — 
BOARD ee 
ROOMS Se 
FIRST 

















OOoD LIGHT OFFICES" to Let on First 
Floor of 22, Sc , Chancery-lane, 
W.C.; windows Be the street ; suitable for barrister, 
solicitor, or accountant.—Apply, Pauturs & Leicu, on the 
ground floor. 








OHN-STREET, BEDFORD-ROW. —To 
Professional Men. ” Set of capital light se2ond floor 
Offices (2 or 3 rooms), in best house in the street, to be Let; 
rent moderate. —Apply, Lanver & BEDELLS, 6, J ohn-street, 
Bedford-row, W.C. 





MPORTANT to Owners of Public-house or 
Beer-house Properties situate in London or Country.— 
Messrs. Smith & Co., are instructed to Purchase, for im- 








CLASS 
FURNITURE 


Tottenham Court-road, London, W. 
PATENTS and TRADE-MARKS. 


W: P. THOMPSON & CO., 
322, High Holborn, W.C. 
(and at Liverroot, Mancuesrer, and Biruincuam), 


LONDON and INTERNATIONAL AGENTS of Pro- 
vineial and Foreign SOLICITORS in 
PATENT matters. 
Representatives in all Capitals, 

















EDE AND SOK, 


nose «= fel® maxens. 


To Her aj mary, on teed eae Ard Chancellor. the ¥ Waste of the 
ROBES FOR QuEEN’s COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
ss ge waitin. 
Corporation —— Catewetiyand Clergy Gowns. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


IFE ASSURANCE POLICIES 
Considerably over surrender ted oy ven 
pr, - s-— and Life Interests puvdunast. 


T. ROBINSON, 
_ Insurance Broker, 85, High-street West, Sunderland. 
EVERSIONARY and LIFE INTERESTS 


in LANDED or FUNDED PROPERTY or other 
Securities and Annuities PURCHASED, or Loans or 


Annuities thereon ted. , *. 
VERSIONARY INTEREST 10, 
Lancaster. , Waterloo Bridge, Strand. Established 


1835. » £500,000. Interest on Loans may be capita- 
oe 5 Otrem, | Joint 
Secretaries 

















Cash, Freehold of any a. —Particulars to 
Smuru & Co., 96, Minories, London, E.C. 


OSTS.—DAVID DENTON, Costs 
Draughtsman, 90, Petherton-road, London, N., 

makes out Costs of all kinds, in Town or Country , for taxa- 
tion or delivery ; terms moderate ; twenty years’ experience. 


SSISTANT CONVEYANCING CLERK 
Wanted at end of Vacation in a first-class Seaside 
Office; suitable for a Young Solicitor who has worked 
during articles, and is a public school and honour man 
state capabilities, experience, age, and salary—Pxxcision, 
Dunn!}& Duncan, 87, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


41.0 SOLICITORS.—To be Let, convenient 

Room, now being vacated by a City Solicitor (branch 
office); situated main road; furnished ; rent moderate.— 
Rosext Pecxitr, Estate "Agent, 45, Plumstead-road, 








WAstEp in onal Ceuatey | Office, Smart 
Engrossing ai ae Gove Clerk ; must write Short- 
hand; commencing salary, 25s. weekly. —Z., ** Solicitors’ 
Journal” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, Ww. 


OLICITOR, M.A. Oxon, aie Engage- 
ment.—Lex, 16, Fenchurch-street, E. C. 


EORGE PARTRIDGE, late of the 

“ Limes,’’ Bexley Heath, and 88, Bishoprgato-street 

Without.—To Solicitors and others.—WILL of the above 

uired. Anyone havi La 4 rs or aoe oe 7 

repared any is invi' communicate a 

pote | Hones. ne Yarzs, & Hart, Solicitors, 23, 
Seney-ceed, ¥ Cc. 


Embankment, W.C 


OUNTRY.—Wanted for a town in the 

North, a reliable ated ge | Clerk for a General Busi- 

ness, chiefl ‘Conve ancing ; wri! applications only, with 

copy of and photogray anongn & =F Mr. A. Toovey, 18, 
Orehard-stroct, , Portman-square, don, W 














OLICITORS and Others desiring good 

Securities as ~~ ¥ on Freehold and Long 

4 Properties are fnvited vited to send particulars of 

amounts ready to be invested and_int required to 

Messrs. Cooper & Sr. Pixe, Auctioheers and Surveyors, 
Priestwood Mansions, Archway-road, Highgate, N. 





r pas UNITED BREWING and MALTING 

CO. (Limrrep) is to Purchase or arrange 

the Issue of Capital of sound Bre rewing | or other Industrial 
Coneerns.—Communications may be lin 

to the Secretary (Mr. Wau. @. C. Masuam), Nicholas House, 

Nicholas-lane, BAC. 

. Copies w the ‘* Solicitors’ 

J 6 Nov. 9, 1895; 6d. each will be 

paid for same at the Office, 27, Chancery-Lane, W.C. 








Perec 


So Re re 














sth ne nie ee 





